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REMARKS 

Re j ection under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

Claims 1-6 and 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,641,564 (hereinafter referred to as "Kraus"). 

A claim is anticipated only if each and every element as set forth in the claim 
is found, either expressly or inherently described, in a single prior art reference. 
Verdegaal Bros. v. Union Oil Co. of California, 814 F.2d 628, 631, 2 USPQ2d 1051, 
1053 (Fed. Cir. 1987). The identical invention must be shown in as complete detail 
as is contained in the claim. Richardson v. Suzuki Motor Co., 868 F.2d 1226, 1236, 9 
USPQ2d 1913, 1920 (Fed. Cir. 1989). The elements must be arranged as required 
by the claim. In re Bond, 910 F.2d 831, 15 USPQ2d 1566 (Fed. Cir. 1990). 

Applicant respectfully submits that the applied reference does not satisfy 
these criteria. 

Removable Stylet 

Claim 1 is directed to a bendable needle system. The bendable needle of 

claim 1 comprises "a bendable tubular needle" and "a removable stylet". The 

removable stylet of claim 1 comprises: 

a tip that aligns flush to the sharp cutting end of the bendable tubular 
needle to form a continuous surface with the bendable tubular needle to 
prevent intrusion of tissue into the bendable needle system from a patient 
when the bendable needle system is inserted into the patient. 

Claim 29 is directed to a bendable needle system. The bendable needle of 

claim 29 comprises "a bendable tubular needle" and "a removable stylet." The 

removable stylet of claim 29 comprises: 

a tip, wherein the fitting structure, when mated with the hollow fitting 
of the bendable tubular needle, compresses the flexible stylet body to 
maintain the tip in an alignment against the sharp cutting to form a flush 
continuous surface with the bendable tubular needle to prevent intrusion of 
tissue into the bendable needle system from a patient when the bendable 
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needle system is inserted into the patient at the distal end of the bendable 
tubular needle. 

Kraus states that its "introducer device" comprises "sheath 100," "dialator 
120," and "needle 300." Col. 4, lines 11-12 of Kraus. Applicant respectfully submits 
that the Office Action impermissibly attempts to characterize the "needle 300" of 
Kraus as a stylet. 

Also, needle 300 does not form the recited "flush continuous surface." Kraus 
explicitly teaches that needle 300 is "operable between a projecting position 
illustrated in FIG. 3A and [a] retracted position illustrated in FIG. 3B." Col. 7, lines 
13-16. The projecting and retracted positions of the needle 300 do not form a "flush 
continuous surface." 

Moreover, needle 300 of Kraus cannot form a "flush continuous surface, 
because needle 300 is explicitly described as being open to permit the entry of blood 
through the needle 300. Col. 4, lines 41-45. The Office Action attempts to ignore 
this teaching of Kraus by stating that the recitation in the claims is merely an 
"intended use." It is unknown to Applicant how the specific structure "a continuous 
surface" can be characterized as "an intended use." Moreover, the element "to 
prevent intrusion of tissue into the bendable needle system from a patient when the 
bendable needle system is inserted into the patient" is a modifier that further limits 
the characteristics of the recited "continuous surface." It is clear from this modifier 
that an open needle that permits the entry of blood does not form the recited "flush 
continuous surface" as claimed. 

In specific regard to claim 29, there is no disclosure in Kraus that the fitting 
structure of the stylet, when mated with the hollow fitting of the bendable tubular 
needle, compresses the flexible stylet body to maintain the tip in an alignment 
against the sharp cutting to form the flush continuous surface. 
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Bendable Tubular Needle 

The Office Action asserts that "sheath 140" of Kraus meets the recited 
"bendable tubular needle" limitations of claims 1 and 29. However, Kraus merely 
discloses that "sheath 140 can comprise a sheath which has a strengthening braid of 
material. Alternatively, the sheath 140 includes those which are modified to prevent 
bends in the elongate sheath." Col. 5, lines 3-6. Accordingly, there is no basis in 
Kraus to support the Office Action's assertion that sheath 140 is bendable. 

Conclusion 

For the forgoing reasons, independent claims 1 and 29 are not anticipated by 
Kraus. Claims 2-6 and 30-31 respectively depend from claims 1 and 29 and, hence, 
are not anticipated by Kraus. 

Applicant respectfully submits that the application is in condition for allowance 
and requests the Examiner to pass the application to issue. 

Applicant believes no fee is due with this response. However, if a fee is due, 
please charge Deposit Account No. 50-3906 from which the undersigned is 
authorized to draw. Applicant does not believe that an extension of time is 
necessary. However, if any extension of time is necessary, Applicant hereby 
petitions for such extension of time and authorizes the Office to charge Deposit 
Account No. 50-3906 from which the undersigned is authorized to draw for the 
appropriate extension of time fee. 

Respectfully submitted, 
/Christopher S. L. Crawford/ 
Date: August 20, 2007 Christopher S. L. Crawford 
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Piano, Texas 75024 
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